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The diecretion a.iowed to coune lu Eng-
land in the settiement of suite le illuetrated
by the ca!ýo of Matthewa v. Munster, of
WVhich a report will be found in the present
Issue. It may be doubted whether attorneys
Or couniel in this province possee similar
POWers. It was held by the Court of Review
at Quebec, lu Pr4fontaine v. Broura (1 Q. L. k.
60), that the attorney of one of the parties in
a case cannot, as ench, renounce the whole or
part of the judgment given lu hie favor; but
euch renunciation, to be, valid, muet bo signed
by the Party himef or by hie attorney ad
hoc. This decision was based on Art. 477 of
the Code of Procedure. Before judgmeut, a
partY Or hie attorney may discontinue hie
Suit or proceoding (C. P. 450.) But any party
mIay disavow hie attorney who has exceeded
hie powers (C. P. 14Î), whlch eeeme to
lmply that a settiement contrary to the
Wi8hes of the client may be impugned by the
latter. What we.s doue lu Matthews v.
Mfun8ger reseinhies what we cali a confes-
8ion Of judgment, which. muet be sigued by
the. defoudaut, or be 'made by hie epecial
attOruey, whose power of attorney, lu
authentlc form, muet be filed with the con-
fession (C. P. 94.) The question le of interest,
aud any reader who, may have information
bearing upon it would coufer a favor by
cOlnmunicating it

The Làond> Law Journal maintains the
right Of OPectatore te look on at pugilietic
Oflcouuterm * Every Engliehman," it ob-
serves, IIlu hie heart, loves a fight with flots,
and the Only differencetw~eu the Englieh-
manl Of to-day aud the Englishman twenty
'YaragO le that it le now hie fashion te pre-
tend the COntrary. On a certain day in the
P""net Week h e was te be seen furtively ex-
cbangng the rtIe8 in which, had, lu hie
younger days, aPPeared the historic account
of the gr 6at battîs of Heonan and Sayere
writteu by the late Mr. Tom Taylor, for the
Tdegraph, whieh in thie Inatter better felt

the national pulse. Perhaps ho will have
more courage lu hie opinions if ho e o ld
that the right te look on at a fight ie dopy
imbodded lu Englieh lsw, sud has reoently
boen recognized by a proponderance cf oight
judgee over three lu ConWs Came. A boxing
match with gloves la no doubt lawful lu al
respects; and altbough it le s unlawful to
fight for mouey sait la te fight for spite, sud
uulawful to hold a epouge or tako any other
prominent part lu a flght, yet morely te look
on le the inalienable privilege of overy Eng-
lishmen."'

The qoliciWo8' Jour"a sys: "It appears to
ho deslrable that overy solicitor should at
once establiah a epecial letter book, under
lock and key, for copyiug therein any letters
whlch may coutain libel[lous matter, sud
ehould ho, careful himef te copy euch lettons
iuto the book. Iu the course of tho trial of
Alaccolla v. Jones last week, Mr. Baron Pol
lock le reported te have sid that 'ho had a
strong opinion that s the defendant, hofore
poetiug hie lettor, had it copiod by hie clerk,
it was a publication, and ho ws supported
by the only case ho could fiud upon this
point, which. ws from an American report.'
The name, of thiseuae le not given, aud wo
have hitherte failed te diecover any Ameni-
can case exactly dociding tho point. We
presume that the ground of the learned
judge'e opinion in, either that the clerk who
copies has an opportunity of reading the
letter, or that tho letton book la open te the
perneal of aIl the clerks lu the office. We
venture te euggest that lu snch a case* it
might ho a question for a jury whether there
had lu fact been a publication te a third per-
sou. There may poesibly ho lu existence
euch a phenomenon as a clerk who neadi aIl
the letters ho copies, or devotes hie leiere
time te a diligent perusal of the latter book
of hie employons; wo have not yet corne
acroas hlm, and wo gravoly doubt whether
hie little peculianltios would tend to a length-
oued continuance of hie employment."1

Tho Albany Law Journal, lu a note upon
the above, sys the case nefonred te in prob-
ably Kiene v. Ruif, 1 Iowa, 482. The court la
that case said: « Defondant furniabed aooSw,
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